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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 1-3, 5-7, 9-1 1 , 20-22, 24-26, and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,987,228 by Nishizawa, and further in 
view of U.S. Patent 6,859,832 by Gecht et al. 

2. Regarding claims 1 and 20, Nishizawa teaches peripheral equipment connected 
to a network and managed by a directory server on said network (Column 2, lines 31- 
40) and control means for limiting execution of said job based on decryption results of 
said decrypting means (Column 3, lines 2-8). 

Nishizawa does not teach decrypting means for decrypting an access ticket of 
said peripheral equipment included in a job received from an information processing 
apparatus on said network. 

Gecht does teach decrypting means for decrypting an access ticket of said 
peripheral equipment included in a job received from an information processing 
apparatus on said network (Column 9, lines 4-8). 

Nishizawa and Gecht are combinable because they are both from the printing 
field of endeavor. 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Nishizawa by Gecht to add encryption/decryption 
security. The motivation for doing so would have been for security because "it is very 
desirable to protect any proprietary or confidential information that may be embodied in 
the print jobs" (Column 9, lines 1-3). Therefore it would have been obvious to combine 
Nishizawa with Gecht to obtain the invention as specified in claims 1 and 20. 

3. Regarding Claims 2 and 21 , Nishizawa further teaches the peripheral equipment 
according to claim 1 , wherein said control means does not execute said job in the case 
where it is determined by said decrypting means that said access ticket is not valid 
(Column 2, 58-59). 

4. Regarding claims 3 and 22, Nishizawa further teaches the peripheral equipment 
according to claim 1, wherein said control means obtains, from said directory server, 
limit information on said job corresponding to the information decrypted by said 
decrypting means and limits execution of said job based on the limit information 
(Column 3, lines 2-8; Figure 3). 

5. Regarding claims 5 and 24, Nishizawa teaches peripheral equipment connected 
to a network and managed by a directory server on said network (Column 2, lines 31- 
40), comprising: receiving means for receiving a control command for a job from an 
information processing apparatus on said network (Column 3, lines 2-8; Figure 1); and 
control means for limiting execution of said control command based on decryption 
results of said decrypting means (Column 3, lines 2-8). 
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Nishizawa does not teach decrypting means for decrypting an access ticket of 
said peripheral equipment included in said control command. 

Gecht does teach decrypting means for decrypting an access ticket of said 
peripheral equipment included in said control command (Column 9, lines 4-8). 

Nishizawa and Gecht are combinable because they are both from the printing 
field of endeavor. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Nishizawa by Gecht to add encryption/decryption 
security. The motivation for doing so would have been for security because "it is very 
desirable to protect any proprietary or confidential information that may be embodied in 
the print jobs" (Column 9, lines 1-3). Therefore it would have been obvious to combine 
Nishizawa with Gecht to obtain the invention as specified in claims 5 and 24. 

6. Regarding claims 6 and 25, Nishizawa further teaches the peripheral equipment 
according to claim 5, wherein said control means does not execute said control 
command in the case where it is determined by said decrypting means that said access 
ticket is not valid (Column 2, lines 58-59). 

7. Regarding claims 7 and 26, Nishizawa does not teach the peripheral equipment 
according to claim 5, wherein, in the case where said control command is one for 
displaying a list of jobs, said control means changes a display form of the list based on 
the decryption results of said decrypting means. 

Gecht does teach the peripheral equipment according to claim 5, wherein, in the 
case where said control command is one for displaying a list of jobs, said control means 
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changes a display form of the list based on the decryption results of said decrypting 
means (Column 10, lines 50-55). 

Nishizawa and Gecht are combinable because they are both from the printing 
field of endeavor. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Nishizawa by Gecht to add a list of jobs personalized to 
the identified user. The motivation for doing so would have been for security because it 
is good security practice to continue to keep data restricted to those to whom it belongs. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Nishizawa with Gecht to obtain the 
invention as specified in claims 7 and 26. 

8. Regarding claims 9 and 28, Nishizawa teaches peripheral equipment connected 
to a network and managed by a directory server on said network (Column 2, lines 30- 
32), comprising: obtaining means for logging in to said directory server based on 
information inputted from an operation panel and obtaining an access ticket of said 
peripheral equipment corresponding to the inputted information from said directory 
server (Column 2, lines 40-46); inputting means for, after obtaining said access ticket, 
inputting a control command for the Job from said operation panel (Column 2, lines 40- 
46); and control means for limiting execution of said control command based on 
decryption results of said decrypting means (Column 3, lines 2-8). 

Nishizawa does not teach decrypting means for decrypting said access ticket. 

Gecht does teach decrypting means for decrypting said access ticket (Column 9, 
lines 4-8). 
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Nishizawa and Gecht are combinable because they are both from the printing 
field of endeavor. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Nishizawa by Gecht to add encryption/decryption 
security. The motivation for doing so would have been for security because "it is very 
desirable to protect any proprietary or confidential information that may be embodied in 
the print jobs" (Column 9, lines 1-3). Therefore it would have been obvious to combine 
Nishizawa with Gecht to obtain the invention as specified in claims 9 and 28. 

9. Regarding claims 10 and 29, Nishizawa further teaches the peripheral equipment 
according to claim 9, wherein said control means does not execute said control 
command in the case where it is determined by said decrypting means that said access 
ticket is not valid (Column 2, 58-59). 

10. Regarding claims 11 and 30, Nishizawa does not teach the peripheral equipment 
according to claim 9, wherein, in the case where said control command is one for 
displaying a list of jobs, said control means changes a display form of the list based on 
the decryption results of said decrypting means. 

Gecht does teach the peripheral equipment according to claim 9, wherein, in the 
case where said control command is one for displaying a list of jobs, said control means 
changes a display form of the list based on the decryption results of said decrypting 
means (Column 10, lines 50-55). 

Nishizawa and Gecht are combinable because they are both from the 
printing field of endeavor. 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Nishizawa by Gecht to add a list of jobs personalized to 
the identified user. The motivation for doing so would have been for security because it 
is good security practice to continue to keep data restricted to those to whom it belongs. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Nishizawa with Gecht to obtain the 
invention as specified in claims 1 1 and 30. 

11. Claims 4 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent 5,987,228 by Nishizawa, and further in view of U.S. Patent 6,859,832 by 
Gecht et al., and further in view of U.S. Patent 6,064,836 by Nakamura et al. 

Nishizawa does not teach the peripheral equipment according to claim 3, wherein 
said job is a print job, and said limit information is information indicating the permitted 
number of prints. 

Gecht does not teach the peripheral equipment according to claim 3, wherein 
said job is a print job, and said limit information is information indicating the permitted 
number of prints. 

Nakamura does teach the peripheral equipment according to claim 3, wherein 
said job is a print job, and said limit information is information indicating the permitted 
number of prints (Column 6, lines 37-48). 

Nishizawa, Gecht and Nakamura are combinable because they are all 
from the printing field of endeavor. 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Nishizawa and Gecht by Nakamura to keep track of how 
many prints each user is allowed. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
"provide a supervisory system which restricts the number of times an image is formed 
by one user using an image forming apparatus within a predetermined upper limit" 
(Column 2, lines 20-24). Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Nishizawa 
and Gecht with Nakamura to obtain the invention as specified in claims 4 and 23. 

12. Claims 13-17, and 32-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 6,151 ,464 by Nakamura et al. (referred to as "reference 
one"), and further in view of U.S. Patent 6,064,836 by Nakamura et al. (referred to as 
"reference two"). 

Regarding claims 13 and 32, reference one teaches a copier connected to a 
network and managed by a directory server on said network, comprising: operating 
means for inputting user information on order to log in to said directory server and 
directing a copy job to start (Column 20, lines 23-29); obtaining means for logging in to 
said directory server and then obtaining management information corresponding to said 
user information from said directory server (Column 20, lines 30-39); 

Reference one does not teach control means for limiting execution of said copy 
job based on said management information. 

Reference two does teach control means for limiting execution of said copy job 
based on said management information (Column 6, lines 37-48). 
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Reference one and reference two are combinable because they are both from 
the printing field of endeavor. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify reference one by reference two to provide control means 
for limiting execution of a copy job. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
"provide a supervisory system which restricts the number of times an image is formed 
by one user using an image forming apparatus within a predetermined upper limit" 
(Column 2, lines 20-24). Therefore it would have been obvious to combine reference 
one and reference two to obtain the invention as specified in claims 13 and 32. 

13. Regarding claims 14 and 33, reference one further teaches the copier according 
to claim 13, wherein, on logging in from a client computer on said network to said 
directory server, said user information is inputted to said client computer (Column 20, 
lines 23-29). 

14. Regarding claims 15 and 34, reference one does not teach the copier according 
to claim 13, wherein said management information includes the permitted number of 
prints. 

Reference two does teach the copier according to claim 13, wherein said 
management information includes the permitted number of prints (Column 6, lines 37- 
48). 

Reference one and reference two are combinable because they are both from 
the printing field of endeavor. 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify reference one by reference two to keep track of how 
many prints a user is allowed. The motivation for doing so would have been to "provide 
a supervisory system which restricts the number of times an image is formed by one 
user using an image forming apparatus within a predetermined upper limit" (Column 2, 
lines 20-24). Therefore it would have been obvious to combine reference one and 
reference two to obtain the invention as specified in claims 15 and 34. 
15. Regarding claims 16 and 35, reference one does not teach the copier according 
to claim 13, wherein said management information includes the accumulated number of 
prints. 

Reference two does teach the copier according to claim 13, wherein said 
management information includes the accumulated number of prints (Column 6, lines 
37-48). 

Reference one and reference two are combinable because they are both from 
the printing field of endeavor. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify reference one by reference two to keep track of how 
many prints a user has printed. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
"provide a supervisory system which restricts the number of times an image is formed 
by one user using an image forming apparatus within a predetermined upper limit" 
(Column 2, lines 20-24). Therefore it would have been obvious to combine reference 
one and reference two to obtain the invention as specified in claims 16 and 35. 
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16. Regarding claims 17 and 36, reference one does not teach the copier according 
to claim 13, further comprising; renewing means for renewing management information 
managed by said directory server corresponding to said user information according to 
execution results of said copy job. 

Reference two does teach the copier according to claim 13, further comprising; 
renewing means for renewing management information managed by said directory 
server corresponding to said user information according to execution results of said 
copy job (Column 6, lines 37-48). 

Reference one and reference two are combinable because they are both 
from the printing field of endeavor. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify reference one by reference two to renew management 
information. The motivation for doing so would have been to "provide a supervisory 
system which restricts the number of times an image is formed by one user using an 
image forming apparatus within a predetermined upper limit" (Column 2, lines 20-24). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to combine reference one and reference two to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 17 and 36. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

17. Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent 6,064,836 by Nakamura et al. 

18. Regarding claim 18, Nakamura teaches a directory server for managing network 
users and resources on a network, comprising: managing means for managing 
management information on the number of copies for each network user; control means 
for sending to said copier said management information corresponding to user 
information obtained on logging in according to a login from the copier connected to 
said network (Column 6, lines 37-48). 

19. Regarding claim 19, Nakamura teaches the directory server according to claim 
18, further comprising: renewing means for renewing the management information on 
each network user according to information from said copier (Column 6, lines 37-48). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

20. The claimed invention disclosed in claims 37-44 is directed to non-statutory 
subject matter. 

21 . Regarding claims 37, 39, 41 , and 43, all recite the limitation "computer program". 
A computer executable program is directed towards abstract ideas, since a program is 
like an algorithm that is being carried out (See MPEP 706.03(a)). A computer program 
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is functional descriptive material, and is only statutory when embodied in a computer 
readable medium. Applicant may overcome this rejection by rewriting the claims as "a 
computer-readable storage medium storing a computer program executed on ..." (See 
MPEP2106). 

22. Claims 38, 40, 42, and 44 are rejected because they depend upon rejected 
claims 

Allowable Subject Matter 

23. Claims 8, 12, 27, and 31 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin O. Dulaney whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 2874. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (9am - 6pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward L. Coles can be reached on (571) 272-7402. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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